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Means and tiie Chairman of Committee on Public Accounts when called upon to decide what were " Money Bills," and rejected the rest. The decks were thus cleared for the final action which followed the next day (August 9), when the Bill was presented again in its original shape by the House of Commons to the House of Lords.
No one on that day knew what the result would be. Lord Lansdowne had a list of 320 Unionist peers who were prepared to abstain from voting, and Lord Morley a list of 80 Liberal peers who were pledged to vote for the Bill. The number of " Die-hards" who were determined to vote against the Bill at all costs was unknown, but they were supposed to be sufficient to defeat the eighty, if no more could be induced to vote for the Bill. There remained an unknown quantity of " backwoodsmen," who either had not been reached or who refused to disclose their intentions, and there were also the " spiritual peers " who kept their own counsel.
The debate was worthy of a great occasion.    Anger and tumult had accompanied the final stages in the House of Commons, but the peers faced their enemy with dignity and composure, and kept a passionate argument on a high level of restrained eloquence.    It became evident after tie first day that a large number were still incredulous about the threat to create peers.    Lord Morley,  therefore,  obtained authority from the King to make a still more explicit statement, and on the afternoon of the last day he read twice over the warding words which he had been authorized to use: " If the Bill should be defeated to-night His Majesty will assent to the creation of peers sufficient in number to guard against any possible combination of the different parties in opposition by which the Parliament Bill might be exposed a second time to defeat/'  This intimation had a profound effect on the waverers, which was presently enhanced by a speech from the /~~T bishop of Canterbury (Dr. Davidson), who said ^~ ^'^ moved from his resolve to abstain by "the had almost said levity—with which some nr1-to contemplate the creation of some fiv a course of action which would make * our country, the laughing-stock of beyond the seas, and of those foreighe Speaker should consult the Chairman of Ways andto that portion, and the King did no more than promise t0:}pTC effect to die decision of the people, provided that ifccisjba was tinambiguously expressed on an issue clearly c^lafaed to than, fe order to place that beyond doubt the King imbted that the Parliament Bill, which had been read a fest tone in the Hoose of Commons, should be submitted to the House of Lords also befoire the election, and to that Asquith agreed* tordsf* Commons and jmbEc were thus apprised in of the proposals which were now submitted to theut Egypt by giving
